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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The applicant's amendment received on 5/5/2006 is acknowledged and entered. 
Currently claims 21-40 are pending for examination. The applicant has not amended 
any of the claims but requested for Reconsideration. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments (see Remarks, pages 7-15) concerning the use of Minte 
reference in rejecting claims 21-40 have been considered but are not persuasive. The 
arguments are mostly similar to those received in the amendment on 1 1/18/2005 and 
which were rebutted by the examiner in the Office action mailed on 2/3/2006. The 
examiner's response to the applicant's arguments in the office action mailed on 
2/3/2006 is incorporated. In response to the applicant's arguments that Minte does not 
disclose performing a search function according to the search request and the user 
defined search criteria, the examiner draws attention to paragraph 0032 reproduced as 
below: 

As mentioned above, the Bug is consistent throughout the particular medium it appears in so 
that it becomes easily identifiable and memorable. Depending on the subscribing-advertiser's needs, 
the Bug may also include context-information that identifies the context of the first 
advertisement In this context-sensitive embodiment, slightly modified Bugs may be used for a 
particular commercial, depending on the context in which the commercial is shown. Context- 
information may include, for example, the television show, the time during which, or the 
geographic location where, the commercial is shown. The Bug points to a specific Web-server 
and a We on that server, and each Bug includes the context-information, which may take the 
form of a different file on the specified server. Because the Bug is different for each 
advertisement (and may be different between the same advertisement shown in different 
contexts), 
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In paragraph 0032, as submitted in the earlier Office action mailed on 2/3/2006, 
Minte clearly teaches that the "Bug" includes context information which helps in 
identifying the context of the first advertisement and this context information included 
in the bug corresponds to the user defined search criteria. This information could be 
different in different search requests based upon the geographic location, as indicated 
in paragraph 0032 above. 

As regards to the applicant's arguments on page 15 filed on 5/5/2006 against the 
Official Notice concerning claims 26,33 and 39, examiner had already provided 
evidences on page 4 of the Office action mailed on 2/3/2006. The applicant has not 
provided any arguments or pointed out any errors in the current amendment against 
the evidences provided by the examiner and therefore applicant's arguments are non- 
responsive. 

In view of the foregoing, the rejection of claims 21-40, as submitted in the 
previous office action is sustainable. This is a Final Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 21-25, 27, 28-32, 34, 35-38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Minte. 

Regarding claim 21, Minte teaches a new system for communicating 
information about an advertisement, comprising: 

logic in an advertisement content server configured to receive advertisement 
information associated with a plurality of advertisers (see at least paragraph 0043, 
Fig.1, paragraph 0045, Fig.2 which disclose that the advertisement content server in the 
form of Mall site "40" receives advertisement information associated with a plurality of 
advertisers and the mall-site 40 would inherently require a logic/program to receive the 
information from advertiser (s), just as from 'Joe's" and store and display the same ); 

(Note: In order to receive and store the advertisements, a computer program will 
definitely include logic because in a computer program defining the logic of program is 
often a first step tin developing the program's source code, see definition of "logic" in " 
Microsoft Computer Dictionary, Third edition, 1997. Note: The reference of Microsoft 
Computer Dictionary is cited as a mere evidence to show that a computer application 
program, that will be used in Minte to receive and store the advertisement information in 
digitized form will include a logic and defining a logic in developing a program is a first 
step. Minte further discloses using a computer program/logic in response to receiving a 
request for search of a advertisement either via "bug" or directly receiving a request for 
content and then searching for the same and presenting it to the user.) 

logic in an advertisement content server configured to store the information as 
records within defined fields (see paragraph 0044 and Fig. 1 , Reference # "40" and "60" 
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which show the defined fields, such as "Broadcast call letters", " Broadcast promotion" 
and " Menu of Advertisers"); 

logic in an advertisement content server configured to receive a search request from a 
user, the search request conforming to at least one of the defined fields, wherein the 
search request includes user-defined search criteria and to search the information 
according to the search request and the user-defined search criteria ( see at least 
paragraphs 0032-0033, 0044-0045 which disclose that a user can go directly to the 
Mall site "40" that is the server and then research [search] the products of interest and 
the products of interests are covered by the Web-links "60" which link to specific 
advertisements, seen elsewhere in the first advertisement, "10"); and logic in an 
advertisement content server configured to transmit at least a portion of the information 
to the user resulting from the search function (see at least paragraph 0046 & Fig.3 
wherein the consumer is conveyed the information of the advertisement he is looking 
for, such as "Joe's" eatery) . Note: Minte does teach that the search request includes 
user -defined search criteria either (a) in form of "Bug", which includes context 
information relating to a particular advertisement and these "bugs" are different for 
different advertisements or (b) by including matter related to the user's interest and 
finding an advertisement via a search engine , see at least paragraph 32. In paragraph 
0032, as submitted in the earlier Office action mailed on 2/3/2006, Minte clearly 
teaches that the "Bug" includes context information which helps in identifying the 
context of the first advertisement and this context information included in the bug 
corresponds to the user defined search criteria. This information could be different in 
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different search requests based upon the geographic location, as indicated in 
paragraph 0032 above. 

Regarding claims 22 & 23, Minte discloses that the system of claim 21, wherein 
the system is configured to provide at least one advertiser access to the information via 
the Internet/ a remote database client (see at least paragraph 0029 which discloses 
that an advertiser's information can be accessed via web-link which corresponds to the 
use of Internet or remote database client). 

Regarding claim 24, Minte discloses that in the system of claim 2 1 , at least one field 
includes broadcaster identification information (see Fig. 2, " WXYZ TV or WQRS 
Radio"). 

Regarding claim 25, Minte discloses that in the system of claim 2 1 , wherein at 
least one field includes advertiser identification information (see at least Fig.2, " Eat at 
Joe's"). 

Regarding claim 27, Minte discloses all the limitations of claim 21 , as analyzed 
above. Minte further discloses, that the advertisement information could include 
unpublished advertisements that are available through the advertisement content 
server (see at least Figs. 2 and 3 and paragraphs 0043 and 0046 which include 
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information on coupons, specials, as part of the supplemental/extended information of 
an advertisement available only through the content server, that is Mall site "40") . 

Regarding claims 28-32, 34, 35-38, and 40, their limitations are closely parallel 
to the limitations of claims 21-25 and 27 and are therefore analyzed and rejected on the 
same basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 26, 33 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Minte in view of an Official Notice. 

Regarding claim 26, Minte discloses all the limitations of claim 21 , as analyzed 
above, but does not disclose that the system is configured to charge a fee for accessing 
the information. The examiner takes an Official Notice of the old and notoriously known 
concept of charging a fee for providing a service to the consumers, e.g. Internet service 
providers charge a fee for providing Internet connection, subscription to specific news 
journals/magazines, etc. In view of the Official Notice, it would have been obvious to 
one of an ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Minte by 
incorporating the feature of charging a fee for accessing the information because it will 
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help to meet the expenses of establishing the Mall site 40 and also it would be a 
medium to earn income for the company which owns the Mall site "40". 

Regarding claims 33 and 39, their limitations are closely parallel to the 
limitations of claim 26 and are therefore analyzed and rejected on the same basis. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

(i) Vale et al. (US Patent 6,898,671 ) discloses a system and a method for 
providing enhanced advertising over Internet wherein a server receives and stores 
information about advertisements from advertisers and then receives a search request 
from a consumer, the search request conforms to a particular advertisement enabling 
the server to search that advertisement based upon a particular code received with the 
consumer's search request (see at least Abstract and col. 1 lines 30-63). The said code 
is a logic enabling the server to direct the consumer to a specifically directed geographic 
location. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yogesh C. Garg whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6756. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-4:00). 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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